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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 10, 15, 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Acres et al. (US 6,319,125 Bl). 

Regarding claims 1,10, and 18, Acres teaches a method of operating a wagering game 
comprising storing data in at least one database where the data is used for operating a wagering 
game. Additionally, Acres teaches receiving at a gaming terminal a player card that includes 
various media to provide information to the gaming terminal to be compared so that different 
functions might occur at the gaming terminal device (see col. 4: In 20-60). While Acres' does 
not specifically teach a first function in comparison with a first media and a second function in 
comparing a second media the operation of player identification cards would store information in 
the memory storing data that would provide the gaming server to determine the player's 
eligibility for different awards and prizes (see col. 5: In 65-col. 6: In 67). As discussed in Acres' 
the player tracking card provides historical game play data of the specific player that will qualify 
the player for different progressive prizes and 'mystery' bonuses (see col. 7: In 10-21). 

Regarding claims 2-4, 15, and 19-20, Acres teaches a method wherein the first function 
relates to tracking a player and the other determining access to a restricted-access progressive 
game (see col. 5: In 65-col. 6: In 67). 
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Claims 5-9, 11-14, 16-17, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Acres as applied to claims above, and further in view of Criss- 
Puszkiewicz et al. (US 2002/0155887 Al). 

Acres teach all the elements as discussed above, however is silent with respect to the 
specific structure and security embodied in player identification cards. 

In several different gaming patents the structure of player identification cards are taught. 
These various gaming patents, teach the media to store information on the tracking card to be in 
the form of magnetic strips, barcodes, or signals (ie: smart cards). Additionally, providing more 
than one bar code or magnetic strip would produce the expected result of storing information in 
different fields and would only require one of routine skill in the art. It provides no unexpected 
result and is but a listing of the available mediums well known in the gaming arts to be used on 
player tracking cards. The prior art of record teaches that this can be done using one barcode 
(Luciano et al. US 6,500,067), magnetic strip or signal therefore making the two 'media' separate 
would only take routine skill in the art. Duplicating such a media does not provide any 
unexpected result other than adding another storage medium to perform an operation that could 
just as easily be done with one. 

In a related gaming patent, Criss-Puszkiewicz et al. teaches a player tracking system that 
incorporates a card that identifies a player using either a magnetic strip card or a signal which is 
read and provides the system with the player's information. 

Regarding claims 5-9, 11-14, and 22, Criss-Puskiewicz teaches a method wherein first 
and second media use a security device to indicate information to the system. This media can be 
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in the form of bar codes, magnetic strips, or frequency identification signals (see abstract, Fig. 6 
and the related description thereof). 

Regarding claims 16-17 and 21, Criss-Puskiewicz teaches a gaming terminal wherein the 
two media are capable of being on the same side of the single game card and at least one reading 
component includes two reading components (see Fig. 6 and the related description thereof). 

Thus one would have been motivated to incorporate the features of Criss-Puskiewicz in 
order to provide the structure of a player tracking card. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the player 
tracking card of Criss-Puskiewicz with that of the system taught in Acres at the time the 
invention was made. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be direct to Ryan Hsu whose telephone number is (571)-272-7148. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached at (571)-272-4437. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 1-866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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